a roof is adequately supported without conducting an inspec-
tion (Tr. 141).  The same is true for ventilation curtains.
He would have to look at the ventilation plan and inspect the
mine before he could conclude that there were any violations
(Tr. 142).

Mr. Adkins stated that after discussing the need for
Mr. Cox to file a section 103(g) complaint, he was confident
that' Mr. Cox understood him.  Mr. Adkins confirmed that a
complaint could have been filed with any MSHA office (Tr.
144).  Mr. Adkins confirmed that he did not advise Mr. Cox
that he could file such a complaint with him, but did advise
him to stop by MSHA's Summersville office because it was con-
venient to him (Tr. 144).  Mr. Adkins also stated that Mr. Cox
advised him that he spoke to the inspectors at the miner "but
couldn't get anything out of those guys," and that he advised
Mr. Cox about the "hot,line" and that the Summersville office
could give him the telphone number (Tr. 146).

Mr. Adkins stated that after Mr. Cox's first visit, he
did not call him again about any safety complaints, and that
during the period between the two visits, Mr. Adkins did not
discuss Mr. Cox's visit with anyone (Tr. 148).  However, he
did mention it to Inspector Leighton in his office after
Mr. Cox's discharge, and he did so because Mr. Cox advised
him that he may subpoena him (Tr. 149).

Mr. Adkins confirmed that in the event Mr. Cox had filed
a section 103(g) complaint with him, he would have had to
turn it in. He" reiterated that he simply told Mr. Cox of the
need to file such a complaint, and advised him that it had to
be in writing. He did not, however, quote the section 103(g)
statutory provision to Mr. Cox (Tr. 151).

NOTE;  The complainant subpoenaed the attendance of
Mr. Rodney Blankenship as an adverse witness for testimony in
this case.  In view of the testimony of the witnesses regard-
ing certain alleged illegal mine practices implicating
Mr._Blankenship, respondent's counsel advised him to seek
additional counsel to advise him of his rights against self-
incrimination and possible criminal liability for those
alleged practices.  Mr. Blankenship retained counsel to repre-
sent him in this matter, and counsel entered her appearance
on his behalf (Tr. 161-162; October 29, 1986).  In response to
certain questions, and on advice of counsel, Mr. Blankenship
declined to answer, and pleaded his Fifth Amendment right not
to incriminate himself.  His objections are noted below.

461that Mr. Cox
